PO-1113 A Set-up comparison between MV imaging and optical surface monitoring for breast cancer patients  by Tini, A. et al.
3rd ESTRO Forum 2015                                                                                                                                         S603 
 
calculated by using fixed monitor units and the mean and the 
maximum dose to the oesophagus were read out. 
Results: The mean shift of the oesophagus was 7.5 mm ± 5.3 
mm with a maximum shift of 23.3 mm. In seven patients 
shifts above 10 mm was observed in one or both control 
scans. The mean shift in the region of the tumour was 3.8 
mm ± 3.0 mm with a maximum shift of 13.5 mm. Two 
patients showed shifts of the oesophagus above 10 mm and in 
both patients an atelectasis disappeared during the 
treatment course, whereby the anatomy of the patient 
changed. The mean dose to the oesophagus at the region of 
the tumour (eso-T) increased by 0.4% ± 4.4% when the plan 
was evaluated at the control scans. In three patients, an 
increase in mean dose above 5% was observed. These patients 
have anatomically changes such as pneumonia and 
atelectasis. The maximum dose increased by 1.3% ± 2.6%, 
with a maximum increase of 10% in one patient. In this 
patient only minor anatomical changes are observed. 
Conclusions: The oesophagus moves during the RT course. In 
three patients, the mean dose to the oesophagus in the 
tumour region increases with more than 5 % which can 
correlate with shifts above 10 mm of the oesophagus in two 
of the patients. Patients with anatomical changes like 
disappearance of an atelectasis are more likely to receive an 
increased dose to the oesophagus during the RT course. In 
the case of dose escalation, these patients may benefit from 
an adaptive treatment plan during treatment to avoid severe 
oesophageal toxicity. 
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Purpose/Objective: To compare the accuracy of our 
conventional set-up technique using MV imaging to an optical 
surface monitoring set up (OSMS®, Varian) for the treatment 
of breast cancer patients. Additionally, we evaluated possible 
changes in breast shape during the course of treatment. 
Materials and Methods: 7 breast cancer patients were 
treated using 3D tangential fields. Patients were positioned 
supine on the breast board according to the external 
isocenter marks. MV imaging and bone match on the chest 
wall was done to adjust the position. To track the patients' 
shifts during the matching procedure, OSMS was used. The 
OSMS system consists of 6 cameras, which acquire the 
patients' position in 2D, and a computer vision algorithm, 
which reconstructs the image in 3D. The patients' reference 
surface was imported from the CT scan and the region of 
interest of the treated area was selected. Before and after 
applying the table shifts based on the 2D MV match, the 
treatment surface was captured in order to monitor the OSMS 
corrections in all the translational and rotational directions. 
The OSMS deltas were compared before performing the couch 
and MV imaging shifts. Additionally, the difference between 
the OSMS deltas were calculated, before and after the couch 
shifts, and then compared to the MV imaging shifts. 
Results: Mean shift difference between MV and OSMS in the 
vertical axis was: 2.3mm ± 2.1mm, in the longitudinal axis 
1.9mm ± 2.9mm, in the lateral axis 0.9mm ± 4.2mm. The 
maximum differences were as follows: vertical 8.0mm, 
longitudinal 8.4mm, and lateral 13.2mm.OSMS showed 
rotation up to 3.5°, roll to 4.6°, and pitch 3.1°. 6 out of 7 
patients showed differences less than 1cm between the 
imaging techniques, which were attributed to changes based 
on swelling and arm position. One patient showed a mean 
lateral discrepancy of 9.3mm during the 13 fractions, which 
was most likely due to a variation in roll and rotation at the 
initial CT. The mean absolute difference between the shift 
registered by OSMS after performing the couch movement 
and the shift from MV imaging was: 0.93mm ± 0.78mm in the 
vertical direction, 0.94mm ± 0.75mm in the longitudinal, and 
0.7mm ± 1.0mm in the lateral. 
Conclusions: The OSMS system is helpful in detecting 
differences between treatment and initial setup during CT 
simulation such as arm position or patient rotation. 
Additionally, changes to the breast, such as swelling, can be 
detected. This is especially important if intensity modulated 
techniques are applied. Therefore, using OSMS as an 
additional device to monitor interfractional motion provides 
useful information leading to more precise positioning of the 
patients. This may eventually result in being able to apply 
tighter margins. 
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Purpose/Objective: To determine the optimum online 
imaging strategy for frameless SRS using ExacTrac based on 
system accuracy, clinically observed discrepancies between 
imaging methods and intrafraction motion of the patient in 
the frameless mask. 
Materials and Methods: The ExacTrac (ET) system was 
calibrated using the Winston Lutz test to match the ET 
imaging and treatment isocenters to within sub-millimeter 
accuracy as part of acceptance and commissioning. This 
provided a benchmark for our imaging system. A task based 
approach was adopted to develop an optimised imaging 
strategy and associated work instructions. A pilot protocol 
was implemented for six patients, in which both online cone 
beam CT (CBCT) and ET based x-ray verification was 
performed for 24 fractions, with six degrees of freedom 
within the Brainlab system. From analysis of this data, the 
imaging strategy was amended and ET only based verification 
was then carried out for a further 14 patients. In addition, 
intrafraction motion was determined for 89 fractions 
quantifying the stability of the masking system and the 
frequency of verification imaging required. 
Results: The benchmarking QA process determined typical 
deviations of ~0.5mm between the radiation and imaging 
isocentres. Agreement between CBCT and ET verification was 
less than 0.6mm and 0.5degrees which improved our 
confidence with the procedure (Fig.1). 
